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was here 1 pat in a lead on & Sower letter to Samis? relating to the 
isa using the ease Oswald as taped If tbs CIA in Maria© City, 

tad. a chance to go over this with care 1 pat in a different lead* that 
tot hare killed fippii and Hoover knew it. 


bow A see atxxi answer possirauawy* Basse m & ssiaautea stony maae 
of sins. 
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Ixplaaatiea* the Hoover language is ambig aoua. Se does not really st 

i? that tbs 


isassinatltsa. 

In faet the language permits the interpretation that the tape had nothin* 
agents* statsgeni this was not the real Oswald at the Berio© ®ity eshaas] 

1 to do wSth the 
U I*ve seat 

this to you. lead it for yourself. % says they heard the voice and the i 

sew the pictures 

and that it was not Oswald hat he dose not give a Saiiae^detexsdnatiori rej 

tatimship. 

Zt thus is passible that the agents said it was not Oswald based onJ 

Ly on the wrong 


s agents mss 
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Of the FBI agents who oould ha m bees faasiliar with Oswald’s voles - 

* and there are 

sore than generally known » neat likely to have bees the em to have ULsI 
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ities. left. 1 do 


anse Oswald* s 

presence in Mexico %ty was reported fairly pitraptly, iaelMing to the M 

O. Tim agents 

could have heard a dab ©f the original taps. Hsw if they did, then there 

is the fuestian 

I think IS worth following with the Hit where is the dab, 1% Is severed 
©words* FOIA requests. 1 have several overdo* with CIA en tide. 

ly one of ay 


af listening are 

possibles Hew Orleans, because Oswald was originally a Sew %lsgBs ease} 

Meaioe City if 

tapes of the real °swaM were sent t© the legal attache after the BBI in 

Waslingten 

heard he had been there and tajmifaad Dallas, b© whioh the Oswald ease h 
even though the Vm Orleans files did not reach there for about a month. 

ad been shifted. 
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